capitalism has also co-evolved with society and its structures, seats of power and organisation of activities to the extent that it has become incomparable with the economic system analysed by David Ricardo (Ricardo, 1817) .
According to some accounts (e.g. Boltanski and Chiapello, 2005) , the major force driving this evolution is capitalism's ability to respond to its critics by reorganizing the value system it depends upon. It would seem timely for such a re-organization. Forms of Capitalism have created greater wealth for many people, but capitalism appears to be moving close to consuming itself at the margin of utility. The signs are that the dominant forms of capitalism are destroying their own futures by using them in the present. Economic growth has been fuelled by higher levels of indebtedness, i.e. using its own future for the present. Natural resources are unsustainably depleted to excite todays' demands, leaving little for future capitalism or humankind. Short-term global financial imperatives disconnected from meaningful human value are leading to greater inequality and hence to futures with less capital for most people.
Acknowledging the differences in how capitalism is manifested in various contexts this Special Issue invited reflections, unrestricted by any status quo, on the future directions which capitalism may take and the potential social, economic and organizational implications.
The reflections gathered in this Special Issue testify to the variety of reasons for inquiring into the futures of capitalism. Multiple theoretical foundations are drawn upon; however, the interdisciplinarity in evidence here is a potent vehicle for exploring a number of potential futures rather than enforcing a uniform claim about what this future will be. Every good futurology being informed by knowledge of the present conditions, the articles demonstrate a strong theoretical and empirical awareness preceding the vision and analysis, which they offer. Approaching the futures of capitalism from a financial, economic, religious, broadly organizational or strictly managerial angle, the diagnoses differ in their starting points but largely cohere in the radical tone of the conclusions and measures proposed.
The contributors raise profound concerns with various aspects of capitalism, whether in terms of its inherent tensions, structural inefficiencies, questionable rationales or misconstrued assumptions. Together they evoke a picture of the multidimensional unsustainability of the capitalist system as such. Given that the issues at hand include the recent economic crisis, stagnation in the Eurozone, the re-emergence of radical movements in and beyond Europe, imperialistic warmongering at the eastern borders of the EU as well as (often claimed) cultural and educational impoverishment of societies in the developed countries, such a solemn verdict should not be a surprise.
Admittedly, cultural and political issues stand in a less obvious relationship to the ailments of capitalism than economic ones. However, with governmental decision making in most developed countries being dominated by neoliberal policies (in spite of disastrous effects of imposing such policies in developing countries [Siddiqui, 2012] ) the interweaving of economic arguments with social, political and cultural dimensions (Rorty, 1989 ) is unavoidable. For instance, the 'impact' orientation has been readily translated from the economic sphere to education, science, entertainment and organizational 'daily' life. We therefore see contact times in higher education (both peer-topeer and lecturer-to-student) becoming 'optimized', and hence shrinking, with communication of expertise valued in terms of the 'effects' produced. The inverse relationship between the increased pace of interaction and the intrinsic value of the exchange itself is associated with the emerging 'liquidity' (Bauman, 2000) of the social sphere, flexibility of the social and organizational structures (Gabriel, 2005) , their emphasis on image rather than substance (Alvesson, 1990) . The resulting 'translucency' of the social bond has been described as the drive to counteract a perceived lack of impact by accentuating one's presence in the virtual world (Izak, 2014) . Jacques-Olivier Charron also expresses disillusionment with the intrinsic logic of secondary markets for financial assets. He discusses the structural tensions of capitalism in terms of a legitimacy crisis of financial markets.
Charron argues that financial assets lack intrinsic utility, from which it follows that the markets in which they are traded cannot be justified in either the market (competition-oriented) and industrial (efficiency-related) orders.
Charron questions whether the current financial market is truly 'efficient':
financial assets are neither scarce nor desirable in themselves and their pricing is merely 'technically' (in terms of price forecasting) rather than (Weick, 1995) , and if therefore we must believe in the possibility of a certain occurrence in order to be able to grasp it, then the value of reflection on the possible alternatives (the signs of which we see around us), especially in times of political and economic turmoil, cannot be understated. While not being the only meal on the menu, the articles collected here recognize that the scope for possible futures is broader than 'business as usual', invite further reconsideration of the current capitalist model and are a potential springboard for action.
The editors invite further contributions that explore the futures of capitalism in subsequent volumes of Futures Journal.
